so that never again can the world shut its eyes to the shame and cruelty of allowing even these partially efficient persons to remain idle from lack of public interest.
OBJECTIONS.
Such a bold proposal as even a partial liberation of any group or type of mental defectives was sure to meet opposition. The first note of protest came from the extreme eugenists who insisted that the public mind would by this system be unduly diverted from the great necessity of making impossible, by the absolute segregation of all feebleminded persons, the reproduction of mental defects.
In vain Dr. Bernstein reminded these persons that the absolute segregation of all feebleminded persons, rich and poor, was an impossible Utopia; first because of lack of public sympathy with the proposal, and again on account of the over whelming expense of carrying it out. He also stated it as his belief that half the working population of the world would fall below the extreme eugenist's standard of normal mentality and suggested that since we could not to-day secure total segregation of all mental defectives, we had better train and supervise as carefully as possible those who could with some degree of safety be given a partial liberty, thus saving the beds already available in public institutions for the more socially dangerous cases.
Certain types of social workers who had become almost rabid over the need of banishing from society every kind and grade of mental defect, violently opposed the possibility of even limited liberty for any individual that he or she had laboured so hard to "put away" for life, and declared that the state had no right to countenance any system which opened the way to possible escape and marriage of even one feebleminded inmate solemnly committed to its care.
To these Dr. Bernstein emphasized the already overcrowded condition of the state institutions; the fact that these institutions were schools and not prisons; the ignorance and apathy of the general public toward building sufficient institutions to care for even the most socially dangerous types of feebleminded persons; and also the unwillingness of parents and judges to "put away" for life in state institutions any child who seemed able to earn at least part of its support.
Both of these groups then demanded sterilization as a prelude to a system of testing for freedom of feebleminded persons. Dr. Bernstein reminded them that this doubtful procedure was again unlikely to be agreed to by the general public, and that proper supervision should be able largely to eliminate the danger feared; also that without this drastic practice we should be able to secure and hold a far greater number of feebleminded persons under strict supervision than we could hope to do were sterilization known to be a part of the state's policy.
The Labour Unions fearing that the feebleminded would be used to replace normal labour, made certain demands that were recognised as just, and a promise was given them that our ' 'children'' would never be allowed to work for lower wages than others were paid on the same job, also that in case of strike we would at once remove them until the dispute at issue was settled, since we recognised that they would not be able to take part in the affair intelligently and the State as such could never take part in any industrial struggle. 
